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1 , Basis of the report 

a With regard to the language, the international search was carried out on the basis of the international application in the 
language in which it was filed, unless othenwise indicated under this item. 

n the international search was carried out on the basis of a translation of the international application furnished to this 
' — ' Authority (Rule 23.1(b)). 

b. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international search 
was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing : 

contained in the international application in written form. 
[ I filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
I I furnished subsequently to this Auti^ority in written form. 
I I furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readble form. 

r~| the statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
— international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ the statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has been 
furnished 

2. Q Certain claims were found unsearchable (See Box I). 
3 Q Unity of invention is lacking (see Box II). 

4. With regard to the title, 

pr| the text is approved as submitted by the applicant. 

[~| the text has been established by this Authority to read as follows: 



5. With regard to the abstract, 

jXI the text is approved as submitted by the applicant. 

M the text has been established, according to Rule 38.2(b), by this Authority as it appears in Box [''O'h^^PP';^"* '^^V' 
□ wSne month from the date of mailing of this international search report, submit comments to this Authority. 

6. The figure of the drawings to be published with the abstract is Figure No. 4 

^ . ^„„r^^^t I I None of the figures, 

as suggested by the applicant. I — I 

I I because the applicant failed to suggest a figure. 

[ I because this figure better characterizes the invention. 
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been amended and are the basis for this report and/or sheets containing rectifications made before this Authority 
(see Rule 70.1 6 and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions under the PCT). 

These annexes consist of a total of sheets. 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
I S Basis of the report 



II 
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Priority 


III 




Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 


IV 




Lack of unity of invention 


V 




Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations suporting such statement 


VI 
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Certain documents cited 


VII 


IS) 


Certain defects in the international application 


VIII 


□ 


Certain observations on the International application 



Date of submission of the demand 
14/01/2000 


Date of completion of this report 
11.07.2000 


Name and mailing address of the international 
preliminary examining authority: 

^ European Patent Office 
D-80298 Munich 
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Schinnerl, A U // 
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L Basis of the report 

1 . This report has been drawn on the basis of {substitute sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in 
response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed'' and are not annexed to 
the report since they do not contain amendments.): 

Description, pages: 

1 -35 as originally filed 

Claims, No.: 

1 -1 00 as originally filed 

Drawings, sheets: 

1-15 as originally filed 

2. The annendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 

3. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been 

considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)): 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 

ill. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non-obvious), 
or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

□ the entire international application. 
H claims Nos. 99,100. 

because: 

Form PCT/IPEA/409 (Boxes l-VIII. Sheet 1) (January 1994) 
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International application No. PCT/I B99/0 1356 



□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does 
not require an international preliminary examination {specify): 

H the description, claims or drawings {indicate particular elements beloW^ or said claims Nos. 99,100 are so 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed {specify): 

see separate sheet 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be fomied. 

□ no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos. . 
IV. Lack of unity of invention 

1 . In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 

□ restricted the claims. 

□ paid additional fees. 

□ paid additional fees under protest. 

S neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 

2- □ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied and chose, according to Rule 
68.1 , not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rules 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 

□ complied with. 

H not complied with for the following reasons: 
see separate sheet 

4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of intemational preliminary 
examination in establishing this report: 

□ all parts. 

H the parts relating to claims Nos. 
1-11,15,16,20,28-39,41,42,44-49,51-59,61-64,66-68,70,71,75-87,89,90,92-97. 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 



Yes: 



Claims 



1 -1 1 ,1 5,1 6,20,28-39,41 ,42,44-49,51 -59,61 -64,66-68,70,71 ,75-87,8 
9,90,92-97 



No: 



Claims 



Inventive step (IS) 



Yes; 



Claims 



1 -1 1 ,1 5,1 6,20,28-39,41 ,42,44-49,51 -59,61 -64,66-68,70,71 ,75-87,8 
9,90,92-97 



No: 



Claims 



Industrial applicability (lA) Yes: Claims 1-11,15,16,20,28-39,41,42,44-49,51-59,61-64,66-68,70,71,75-87,8 

9,90,92-97 

No: Claims 

2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 

VII. Certain defects in the international application 

The following defects in the fomi or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item III 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

Claims 99 and 100 merely refer to the description and the drawings. The scope 
of protection of these claims is not defined by technical features. Since the 
description and the drawings describe various different decoders and methods, the 
scope of protection of these claims can not be determined. 



Re Item IV 

Lack of unity of invention 

1 . Reference is made to the following document: 
D1: EP-A.0 725 538 

2. The application lacks unity within the meaning of Rule 13.1 PCT for the following 
reasons: 

2.1 The common concept linking together the independent claims 1. 24, 40, 51, 72 
and 88 is that a plurality of digital television channels are displayed in respective 
windows of a mosaic formation. 

This common concept is not novel, see document D1, abstract. 

2.2 The common concept linking together the independent claims 12, 17, 21, 43, 50. 
60. 65, 69, 91 and 97 is that a plurality of digital television channels are displayed 
in respective windows of a mosaic formation and that a cursor for display with the 
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mosaic formation is generated. 

This common concept is not novel either (see document D1 . abstract, column 25. 
lines 40-49, figure 20). 




3. The special technical features, representing the contribution over the prior art as 
described in document D1, of claims 1, 12, 17, 21, 24, 51, 60, 65. 69 and 72 are 
as follows: 



3.1 Claims 1 and 51: Prohibiting full audio and video access according to received 

access rights. 

Claims 12 and 60: Changing an attribute of the cursor. 

Claims 17 and 65: Generating a display comprising information regarding the 
programme displayed in the desired window upon selection of 
the desired window. 

Claims 21 and 69: Generating a display comprising forthcoming programme 
schedule for the channel displayed in the desired window 
upon selection of the desired window. 

Claims 24 and 72: Generating a display comprising a plurality of pictorial images 
associated with respective forthcoming programmes. 



3.2 None of the features identified for one group of claims mentioned above in 

point 3.1 or any corresponding technical features are present in the remaining 
groups of independent of claims mentioned in point 3.1, respectively, so that 
the technical relationship between the subject-matter of the above groups of 
claims required by Rule 13.2 PCT is lacking, and the requirement for unity of 
invention referred to in Rule 13.1 PCT is not fulfilled. 



3.3 The subject-matter of independent claims 40, 43, 88 and 91 and dependent 
claims 41, 42, 44-46, 89, 90 and 92-94 is known from document D1 (see in 
particular the abstract; column 11, line 52 - column 12, line 20; column 24, lines 
23-52). The subject-matter of claims 47 and 95 does not involve an inventive 
step, because it is completely obvious to the skilled person, who knows from 
document D1 that programs of the same category are grouped together, to 
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group PPV channels (which are not explicitly mentioned in D1) together. The 
requisite unity of invention (Rule 13.1 PCT) therefore does not exist inasmuch 
as a technical relationship involving one or more of the same or corresponding 
special technical features in the sense of Rule 13.2 PCT does not exist 
between the subject-matter of dependent claims 48 and 96 on the one hand 
and the groups of independent claims identified in point 3.1. 

3.4 The subject-matter of independent claims 50 and 98 is known from document 
D1 (see in particular the abstract; column 25, lines 40-49; column 27, lines 44- 
55; figures 3, 7 and 20). The individual mosaic windows in D1 are considered 
as interactive applications, because upon selection of a window an interactive 
application, e.g. providing sound corresponding to the programme of the 
selected window (see column 27, lines 44-55), is executed. It is noted that if the 
interactive application was a special technical feature, representing the 
contribution over the prior art as described in document D1 , claims 50 and 98 
also would lack unity for the reasons mentioned in point 3.2. 



4. Therefore, the following separate inventions or groups of inventions are not so 
linked as to form a single general inventive concept: 

I. Claims 1-11, 15, 16, 20, 28-39, 41, 42, 44-49. 51-59, 61-64, 66-68,70. 
71,75-87, 89, 90, 92-97 

II. Claims 12-16, 20. 30-39, 41, 42, 44-49. 60-64. 66-68. 70, 71. 75-87, 
89, 90, 92-97 

III. Claims 17-19. 30-39. 41, 42, 44-49. 65-67, 78-87, 89, 90, 92-97 

IV. Claims 21-23. 27. 30-39. 41. 42, 44-49, 69-71. 75. 78-87, 89, 90, 92- 
97 

V. Claims 24-39, 41. 42. 44-49. 72-75. 78-87. 89. 90. 92-97 

VI. Claims 40-49. 88-97 



Re Item V 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
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industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 . Document D1 is regarded as being the closest prior art to the subject-matter of 
claim 1. and discloses that a plurality of digital television channels are displayed 
in respective windows of a mosaic formation. If a window of the mosaic 
formation is selected by a cursor, the viewer can listen to the sound 
corresponding to the programme of this selected window. The further available 
documents are more remote than document D1. 

The subject-matter of the independent claims 1 and 51 differs from this prior art 
in that access rights to one of a programme and a channel are received and full 
audio and visual access by the user to said one of a programme and a channel 
is prohibited when displayed in a said window according to the received access 
rights. 

Such a technique is neither known nor rendered obvious by the available prior 
art documents and therefore the requirements of Articles 33(2) and 33(3) are 
met. 

Dependent claims 2-11, 15. 16. 20. 28-39. 41. 42, 44-49. 52-59. 61-64. 66- 
68.70, 71.75-87. 89, 90, 92-97 are related to embodiments of the invention 
according to claims 1 and 51 and also meet the requirements of Articles 33(2) 
and 33(3) PCT. 



2. Industrial applicability: in the field of multichannel digital television systems. 



Re Item VII 

Certain defects in the international application 
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1 . Contrary to the requirements of Rule 5.1(a)(ii) PCT, the relevant background art 
disclosed in document D1 is not mentioned in the description, nor are these 
documents identified therein. 



2. The description is not in conformity with the claims as required by Rule 
' 5:i(a)(iii) PCT. 

3. The independent claims are not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 
6.3(b) PCT, which in the present case would be appropriate, with those fea- 
tures known in combination from the prior art (document D1) being placed in 
the preamble (Rule 6.3(b)(i) PCT) and with the remaining features being in- 
cluded in the characterising part (Rule 6.3(b)(ii) PCT). 

If, however, the applicant is of the opinion that the two-part form would be 
inappropriate, then reasons therefor should be provided in the letter of reply. In 
addition, the applicant should ensure that it is clear from the description which 
features of the subject-matter of the independent claims are already known in 
combination from the document D1 (see the PCT Guidelines, lll-2.3a). 



4. The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 
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1 . This written opinion is the first drawn up by this International Preliminary Examining Authority. 

2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 



I 



H Basis of the opinion 



II □ Priority 

,11 gl Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novetty. inventive step and industrial applicability 

IV S Lack of unity of invention 

V S Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regartJ to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 

VI □ Certain document cited 

VII S Certain defects in the international application 

VIII □ Certain obsen/ations on the international application 



3. The applicant is hereby invited to reply to this opinion. 
When? 



4. 



See the time limit Indicated above. The applicant may. before the expiration of that time limit, 
request this Authority to grant an extension, see Rule 66.2(d). 

How? By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments, according to Rule 66.3. 

For the form and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66.9. 

Also- For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4. d a hie 

For me examiner's obligation to consider amendments and/or arguments, see Rule 66.4 b.s. 
For an informal communication writh the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 

If no reply is filed, the international preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 
The final date by which the international preliminary 

examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 20/1 1/2000. 



Name and mailing address of the international 
preliminary examining authority: 

^ European Patent Office 

D-80298 hflunich 

Tel. +49 89 2399 - 0 Tx: 523656 epmu d 
Fax: +49 89 2399 - 4465 



Authorized officer / Examiner 
Schinnerl, A 



Formalities officer (ind. extension of time limits) 

Scaglia, F 

Telephone No. +49 89 2399 2836 
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I. Basis of the opinion 

1 This opinion has been drawn on the basis of {substitute sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office 
' in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this opinion as "onginally filed .): 

Description, pages: 

1 _35 as originally filed 

Claims, No.: 

1 .-| 00 as originally filed 

Drawings, sheets: 

1 .-| 5 as originally filed 

2. The amendnnents have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 

3. This opinion has been established as if (some oO the amendments had not been made, since they have been 
considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)): 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 



III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non-obvious), 
or to be industrially applicable have not been and will not be examined in respect of: 

□ the entire international application, 
H claims Nos. 99,100, 

because: 

□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does 
not require an intemational preliminary examination (specffy): 
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H the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements Jbe/oiy) or said claims Nos. 99,100 are so 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 

see separate sheet 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be fomied. 

□ no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos. . 
IV. Lack of unity of invention 

1 . In response to the invitation (Form PCT/I PEA/405) to restrict or pay additional fees, the applicant has: 

□ restricted the claims. 

□ paid additional fees. 

□ paid additional fees under protest. 

H neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 

2. □ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with for the following reasons 

and chose, according to Rule 68.1 , not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees: 

3. Consequently, the following parts of the intemational application were the subject of intemational preliminary 
examination in establishing this opinion: 

□ all parts. 

H the parts relating to claims Nos. 

1-11,15,16,20,28-39,41,42,44-49,51-59,61-64,66-68,70,71,75-87,89,90,92-97. 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a){ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Industrial applicability (lA) Claims 

2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 

VII. Certain defects in the international application 

The following defects in the fomi or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item III 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and 
industrial applicability 



Claims 99 and 100 merely refer to the description and the drawings. The scope of 
protection of these claims is not defined by technical features. Since the 
description and the drawings describe various different decoders and methods, 
the scope of protection of these claims can not be determined. 



Re Item IV 

Lack of unity of invention 

1 . Reference is made to the following document: 
D1: EP-A-0 725 538 

2. The application lacks unity within the meaning of Rule 13.1 PCT for the following 



2. 1 The common concept linking together the independent claims 1 , 24, 40, 51 , 72 
and 88 is that a plurality of digital television channels are displayed in respective 
windows of a mosaic formation. 

This common concept is not novel, see document D1, abstract. 



reasons: 
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2.2 The common concept linking together the independent claims 12, 17, 21 , 43. 50, 
60, 65, 69, 91 and 97 is that a plurality of digital television channels are displayed 
in respective windows of a mosaic formation and that a cursor for display with the 
mosaic formation is generated. 

This common concept is not novel either (see document D1, abstract, column 25, 
lines 40-49, figure 20). 



3. The special technical features, representing the contribution over the prior art as 
described in document D1, of claims 1, 12, 17. 21, 24. 51. 60, 65. 69 and 72 are 
as follows: 



3.1 Claims 1 and 51: 

Claims 12 and 60: 
Claims 17 and 65: 



Claims 21 and 69: 



Claims 24 and 72: 



Prohibiting full audio and video access according to received 
access rights. 

Changing an attribute of the cursor. 

Generating a display comprising information regarding the 
programme displayed in the desired window upon selection 
of the desired window. 

Generating a display comprising forthcoming programme 
schedule for the channel displayed in the desired window 
upon selection of the desired window. 
Generating a display comprising a plurality of pictorial 
images associated with respective forthcoming programmes. 



3.2 None of the features identified for one group of claims mentioned above in point 
3.1 or any corresponding technical features are present in the remaining groups of 
independent of claims mentioned in point 3.1, respectively, so that the technical 
relationship between the subject-matter of the above groups of claims required by 
Rule 13.2 PCT is lacking, and the requirement for unity of invention referred to in 
Rule 13.1 PCT is not fulfilled. 

3.3 The subject-matter of independent claims 40, 43, 88 and 91 and dependent 
claims 41, 42, 44-46, 89. 90 and 92-94 is known from document D1 (see in 
particular the abstract; column 11. line 52 - column 12. line 20; column 24, lines 



Form PCT/Separate Sheet/408 (Sheet 2) (EPOApril 1997) 



WRITTEN OPINION 
SEPARATE SHEET 



International application No. PCT/IB99/01 356 



23-52). The subject-matter of claims 47 and 95 does not involve an inventive step, 
because it is completely obvious to the skilled person, who knows from document 
D1 that programs of the same category are grouped together, to group PPV 
channels (which are not explicitly mentioned in D1) together. The requisite unity of 
invention (Rule 13.1 PCT) therefore does not exist inasmuch as a technical re- 
lationship involving one or more of the same or corresponding special technical 
features in the sense of Rule 13.2 PCT does not exist between the subject-matter 
of dependent claims 48 and 96 on the one hand and the groups of independent 
claims identified in point 3.1. 

3.4 The subject-matter of independent claims 50 and 98 is known from document D1 
(see in particular the abstract; column 25, lines 40-49; column 27, lines 44-55; 
figures 3, 7 and 20). The individual mosaic windows in D1 are considered as 
interactive applications, because upon selection of a window an interactive 
application, e.g. providing sound corresponding to the programme of the selected 
window (see column 27. lines 44-55), is executed. It is noted that if the interactive 
application was a special technical feature, representing the contribution over the 
prior art as described in document D1. claims 50 and 98 also would lack unity for 
the reasons mentioned in point 3.2. 



4. Therefore, the following separate inventions or groups of inventions are not so 
linked as to form a single general inventive concept: 

I. Claims 1-11, 15. 16, 20. 28-39, 41. 42. 44-49, 51-59, 61-64, 66-68,70, 
71.75-87.89,90,92-97 

II. Claims 12-16, 20. 30-39, 41, 42. 44-49, 60-64. 66-68. 70, 71, 75-87, 89. 90, 

92-97 

III. Claims 17-19, 30-39, 41, 42, 44-49. 65-67. 78-87. 89. 90. 92-97 

IV. Claims 21-23. 27. 30-39, 41 , 42, 44-49, 69-71 , 75. 78-87. 89. 90, 92-97 

V. Claims 24-39, 41 . 42. 44-49, 72-75, 78-87, 89. 90. 92-97 

VI. Claims 40-49, 88-97 
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Re Item V 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1 . Reference is made to the following documents: 



D1: EP-A-0 725 538 
D2: WO-A-96 37996 
D3: WO-A-96 13120 



The subject-matter of claims 1 and 51 lacks novelty (Article 33(2) PCT). 

The document D2 is regarded as being the closest prior art to the subject-matter 
of claim 1 , and discloses (the references in parentheses applying to this 
document): 

a decoder for controlling the display of a plurality of digital television 
channels in respective windows of a mosaic formation (page 34, line 1 - page 35, 
line 22; figure 11). said decoder comprising means for receiving access rights to 
one of a programme and a channel (page 39. lines 8-15; page 1 1 , lines 9-14), and 
means for prohibiting full audio and visual access by the user to said one of a 
programme and a channel when displayed in a said window according to the 
received access rights (page 39. lines 8-15; page 11, lines 9-14). 

Therefore, document D2 discloses a decoder falling within the terms of claim 1. 
This objection applies equally to the closely related method claim 51 . 



3. Dependent claims 2-11, 15. 16. 20. 28-39. 41. 42, 44-49. 52-59. 61-64. 66-68.70. 
71,75-87, 89. 90, 92-97 do not appear to contain any additional features which, in 
combination with the features of any claim of the invention I (see section IV. point 
4 of this report) to which they refer, involve an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) 
because these claims concern commonplace features which are either disclosed 
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in the documents cited in the European Search Report (e.g. claims 3: D2. page 
39, lines 8-15; claims 4 and 53: D2, page 34, line 26 - page 35, line 6; claims 5 
and 54: D3, abstract, figure 1; claims 15. 16 and 64: D2, page 35. lines 10-22; 
claims 28, 29. 76 and 77: D2. page 39, lines 8-15; claims 41. 42, 44, 46. 89. 90. 
92-94: D1, abstract, column 11. line 52 - column 12, line 20, column 24, lines 23- 
52) or obvious to a skilled person. 



Re Item VII 

Certain defects in the international application 



Contrary to the requirements of Rule 5.1(a)(ii) PCT, the relevant background art 
disclosed in the documents D1-D3 is not mentioned in the description, nor are 
these documents identified therein. 



The description is not in conformity with the claims as required by Rule 5.1(a)(iii) 
PCT. 



The independent claims are not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 
6.3(b) PCT, which in the present case would be appropriate, with those features 
known in combination from the prior art (document D2) being placed in the 
preamble (Rule 6.3(b)(i) PCT) and with the remaining features being included in 
the characterising part (Rule 6.3(b)(ii) PCT). 

If, however, the applicant is of the opinion that the two-part form would be 
inappropriate, then reasons therefor should be provided in the letter of reply. In 
addition, the applicant should ensure that it is clear from the description which 
features of the subject-matter of the independent claims are already known in 
combination from the document D2 (see the PCT Guidelines, lll-2.3a). 
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4. The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

5. In order to facilitate the examination of the conformity of the amended application 
with the requirements of Article 34(2)(b) PCT, the applicant is requested to clearly 
identify the amendments carried out, no matter whether they concern 
amendments by addition, replacement or deletion, and to indicate the passages of 
the application as filed on which these amendments are based (see also Rule 
66.8(a) PCT). 

If the applicant regards it as appropriate these indications could be submitted in 
handwritten form on a copy of the relevant parts of the application as filed. 

6. The applicant is requested to file amendments by way of replacement pages in 
the manner stipulated by Rule 66.8(a) PCT. In particular, fair copies of the amend- 
ments should be filed preferably in triplicate. 

Moreover, the applicant's attention is drawn to the fact that, as a consequence of 
Rule 66.8(a) PCT the examiner is not permitted to carry out any amendments 
under the PCT procedure, however minor these may be. 
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Correspondence with the EPO on PCT Chapter II demands 



In order to ensure that your PCT Chapter 11 demand is dealt with as promptly as possible you are 
requested to use the enclosed self-adhesive labels with any correspondence relating to the demand sent 
to the Munich Office. 

One of these labels should be affixed to a prominent place in the upper part of the letter or ioxm etc. which 
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